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PER CURI AM *

Ant hony Lee Aaron appeals fromhis guilty-plea conviction
for manufacturing counterfeit Federal Reserve Notes. He argues
that, because the counterfeit notes at issue were “so obviously
counterfeit that they [were] unlikely to be accepted even if

subjected to only mninmal scrutiny,” the district court should
not have increased his sentence pursuant to U S S G
88 2B5.1(b)(2)(A) and (b)(3). This court reviews “the district

court’s application of the Sentencing Cuidelines de novo and its

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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findings of fact for clear error.” United States v. Wjack, 141

F.3d 181, 183 (5th Cr. 1998).

Reviewi ng the evidence in light of the nulti-factor test set
forth in Wjack, 141 F.3d at 184, we conclude that the district
court did not clearly err when determning that the counterfeit
notes at issue were not “obviously counterfeit” for purposes of

US S G 8 2B5 1(b)(2)(A). See United States v. Bollman, 141

F.3d 184, 186-87 (5th Gr. 1998). Accordingly, the district

court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED.



